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to the above we have lost the Channel Islands for the time
being.
At the moment of writing France has surrendered every-
thing, including her Fleet and her Honour, but as we know
Hitler did not get much of the French Fleet. Our action at
Oran was most distasteful but absolutely necessary. I heard
recently from Admiral Sir James Somerville who had to carry
out that terrible task and how he hated it. It is all unbelievable.
We see that General Weygand flew back to Syria to induce
his kte troops to lay down their arms. Almost a few days
or weeks before as C.-in-C. Allied Forces in the Near East
he had no doubt agreed with General Wavell that the French
and British troops would stand together to the death. It is
interesting to-day to look into the General Staff papers which
Henry Wilson submitted to the Cabinet and of which I have
a copy. I always remember his sceptical views of the League
of Nations when it was first proposed. He was never an
advocate of that project. His views on the project of a
Channel tunnel were no less pronounced. I remember how
he used to say that if we had had a Channel tunnel in the last
war we should have lost the war at the start as our Govern-
ment would most certainly have ordered us after the retreat
from Mons back on the tunnel and have forced us to abandon
the French, and he always emphasized the point of "who
would give the order for its destruction in time of trouble 2"
I have often thought of that recently. Just visualize in
recent days when the Belgians gave in on our left what an.
attempt the Germans would have made to secure the entrance
to the tunneL Who would have given the order to destroy
it? It would have also meant the destruction of the B.E.F.
The construction of a tunnel would have meant the destruction
long ago of the bulk of cross-Channel shipping and that heroic
feat of rescue from Dunkirk by our small ships would not have
been possible. The ships would not have been in existence.
Let me, as one who really knew Henry Wilson, make
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